
UNCLASSIFIED

AD NUMBER
ADC041417

CLASSIFICATION CHANGES

TO: unclassified

FROM: confidential

LIMITATION CHANGES

TO:
Approved for public release, distribution

unlimited

FROM:

Distribution limited to DoD and DoD
contractors only; Specific Authority; 22
Apr 87. Other requests must be referred to
Director, Defense Nuclear Agency,
Washington, DC 20305-1000.

AUTHORITY
DSWA ltr., 13 Apr 1998; Same

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED



~'~~TED ATA CONFIDENTIAL
ATOMIC ENERGY ACT 1954 OTE F1 LE C06, DNA-5826F-SUP

p, DYNAMIC PRESSURE IMPULSE FOR NEAR-IDEAL AND
NON-IDEAL BLAST WAVES (U)
Height of Burst Charts (U)
Supplement to DNA 5826 (U)

C) E. I. Bryant DTIC
F. I. Allen ELECTEKamanTempo etP.O . Drawer QQ AUG 2 6~8
Santa Barbara, CA 93102

31 December 1983

Technical Repoit

CONTRACT No. DNA 001-82-C-0287
Distribution autorzed to the Department of Defense
and IIIIIDoD contractors only; Specific Authority (Public
Law 79-565), 22 April 1967. Other requests shall be

referred to Director, Defense Nuclear Agency,
Washington, DC 20305- 10101.

THIS WORK WAS SPONSORED BY THE DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY
UNDER RDT&E RMSS CODE B344082466 Y99QAXSGO0039 H2590D.

Prepared for
Director

DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY
Washington, DC 20305-1000 I

CLASSIFIED BY DD Form 254, 15 June 1982, Contract
No. DNA 001-82-C-0287, and CG-W-4, Rev 1, 'ioint DOE/ -

DoD) Nuclear Weapon Classification Guide" August 1982
(SRD(N)).

FORMERLY RESTRICTED DATA
Unauthorized disclosure subject to
administrative and criminal sanctions.
Handle as Restricted Data in foreign

dissemination. Section 144.b, AtomicEnerg Act,1 IM
ig~. CONFIDENTIAL

.87 8 25 52I~



DISTRIBUTION LIST UPDATE

This mailer is provided to enable DNA to maintain current distribution lists for reports. We would
appreciate your providing the requested information.

[3 Add the individual listed to your distribution list.

0 Delete the cited organization/individual.

I[ Change of address.

NAME:

I ORGANIZATION:

OLD ADDRESS CURRENT ADDRESS

I TELEPHONE NUMBER: ( )

SI SUBJECT AREA(s) OF INTEREST:

Z0-

W I

I DNA OR OTHER GOVERNMENT CONTRACT NUMBER:

CERTIFICATION OF NEED-TO-KNOW BY GOVERNMENT SPONSOR (if other than DNA):

I SPONSORING ORGANIZATION:

CONTRACTING OFFICER OR REPRESENTATIVE: ,_,

SIGNATURE: ElN
~ ~ %t

:.-;



DirectorI
Washington, DC 20305-1000

Director
Defense Nuclear Agency
ATTN: M TITL
Washington, DC 20305-1000

Dieco

Dees ulerAec



LRM RITE TA
ATOMIC ENERGY A CT 1954 CNIETA

UNCLASSIFIED-)~ ~/' Ulksild

REPORtT DOCULMENTATION PAGE
Ia. REP1111ORT SECUNTY QACA-00 r 166 RETCPN NAN'G

CONFIDENTIAL. FORMERLY RESTRICTED DATA
Z& 56CUffY ""SWILAflOM AUT1011TY 3. 04MTM)~I AVA11AUUTY OF 11EPORT

D ForCA WTM 54 D15 u1Uact 4 Distributiongathorized to the Department of
NJ ince Formerly Restricted Data Defense and ~.. DoD contractors only;

ORGANZATIN 11111OR1T WNUMS) S. mofoluTOW onRGA11MZA11 REPOltrT MUMMA"()

KT-83-032 DNA-5826F-SUPFEL.
do. MAWd OF PERFORMIN ORANZTION ft 0010C SYMOOG.0 1111 "AW Of MONT01111111 ORG"ANO

Kama Tempo~ Director
Kama Temo IDefense Nuclear Agency

ft *006155 KRYli SOO. OW~ WC0111111 Mb A00615 (ftO~j.s. &W wVc60
P.O. Drawer QQ
Santa Barbara, CA 93102 Washington, DC 20305-1000

8L MAWE OP FUNOV@ISF164ONSORG103 SW. OFFIE SYNSOO. t PRO11CUMENT IMNUMNT 10EN11IPICAT1N NUMEER

ISPSS/Ullrich DNA 001-82-C-0287 I

OIL AD0615 XW SOW. 401111 WCW IQ SORC OF PUNwN NU copMUEM111

POGINAM o110m TAM SKK N

_______________________________ NO O NO. G lIO

DYNAMIC PRESSURE IMPULSE FOR NEAR-IDEAL AND NON-IDEAL BLAST WAVES (U)
Height of Burst Charts (U) Supplement to.DNA-5826 (U)
Bryent, E. J. and Allen, F. J.

Tehnca I E 'P "33 To 8 31130""" 14rAEO EOT(~~~D~ .P;AG CO9
IL JPUMNTNYNOTATIO

This work was sponsored by the Defense Nuclear Agency under RDT&E RMSS Code
8344082466 Y99QAXSGO0039 H25900.

I?. cosASI comR I& SUISCI TM~~~gs asw

PRw aou Ssjil~mup Nular Weapoins E fects yai esueo
Ai 'blast (nuclear) Heiqht of Burst

1 9 11Precursor (nuclear) Sachs Scaling O- L
M*.55" C (ox go flswmiiiii # MIGNMP a" O*6 6MW

>-Blast wave data for all past field tests have been reviewed. Some previously unused gage
data of sufficiently good quality for determining dynamic pressure impulse have been
found and the da-ta-rtduced. Dyn~amic presiture impulse has been inferreid from tank dis-
placement data-(a-s was done previously using truck displacement data, Reference 1 Pusinq
the curve of dynamic pressure impulse versus displacement as a calibration curve (with
the tank playing the role of a gage). This allowed extension of dynamic pressure impulse
results to higher values than previously available and also provided data points at
additional scaled burst heights. Following this, Height of Burst Charts, i.e., iso-
scaled dynamic pressure impulse contours in the scaled height of burst -- scaled ground
range plane, were constructed using thj totality of the useable dynamic pressure impulse 1
data. The charts4' Figures 11 and 12, ire for two cases: Near-Ideal -- Lightly/Moderate
Dust and Near-Ideal -- Moderate/Heavy Dust. The former is the better determined of the
two. It is believed that these charts are the most accurate obtainable from the totality

20. OISTR111IT1ON11I AWAILASUTY OF AETRACr I11. ATRACr MEUNITV CLASS11FICATION -.411
0Wu~lASSWEJuMff40 13 SAM AS W'v C3 or Unclassified

Usa. =AEO RSop SE 10010131 oUmwi MTWA4W; M C0 331601111 SYMWIO
Sandra E. Youno 1(202) 325-7042 1 DNA/CSTI

00 FORM 1473. &4MA 5 A R 0~Mylb n ryo ftswl. SICU111r CLASIWIATION Of iWIS PAGE

('rhg -~--~- jFORMERLY RESTRICTED DATA
pcrqe ~Unauthorized disclosure subject to admin-

- istrative and criminal sanctions. Handle as

~ N F D N I A LRestricted Data in foreign dissemination. *..C I.. I T Section 144.b, Atomic Energy Act, 1954.
CONFIDENTIAL



UUW d CONFIDENTIAL

UNCLASSIFIED
0XVINIrY 0XVINWAT101111 OFPTIM

27 . SECdRITY CLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY (Continued)

DNA 001.82-C-0287 and CG-W-4, Rev 1, "Joint DOE/DoD Nuclear Weapon Classification

Guide,4 August 1982 (SRD(N)).

3. DISTRIBUTION/AVAILABILITY OF REPORT (Continued)

Specific Authority (Public Law 79-585), 22 April 1987. Other requests shall be
referred to Director, Defense Nuclear Agency, Washington, DC 20305-1000.

18. SUBJECT TERMS (Continued)

Light Dust Blast Wave
Heavy Dust Blast Wave

.19. ABSTRACT (Continued)

of all existent blast wave measurements. These charts supersede the Height of

Burst Charts in Reference 1.

(

41

SECUiTY CLASSIF&CTION OF THIS PAQE

UNCLASSIFIED

FORMERLY RESTRICTED DATA i7i

n u horiz e di sclo sure subject to admin- 

-'

nistrative end criminal senctions. Handle as
R e t i t d D t e in fo r e ig n dlis e m in t io n .

-

Seton 1 .b, Atomic Enrgy Act 1954. C0 N FIDENTIA II.Reticel 
'°  L'Mm ' n rg  c l L CO N FIDENTIA L 

,

Ts page 19 u.. ..fl.d;
,Pami ore r r



CONFIDENTIAL

SUPPLEMENT TO
DYNAMIC PRESSURE IMPULSE INVESTIGATIONS

PREFACE
(This Preface is Unclassified.)

We wish to thank ls. Jeanne Rosser for her careful attention to the
many details of tabulation, curve plotting and computational checking involved
in the preparation of this report. We wish to thank lr. John Keefer, BRL, for
providing IRL unpublished pressure-time records for several nuclear events;
these data proved quite useful.

Accesio°i For

NTIS CRA&I
DTIC 7fAB
U;,anno, , ,ed El

. ............. ,

Dist ibitiorji
Ava1iai'ity CojeS

FORMERLY RESTRICTED DATA

Uneuthrized disclosue subject to admin-
ittrlfive and criminal sanctions. Handle as

This page Is UNCLASSIFIED. Resicied Dala in foreign diaseminstio.
Section 144.b, Atomic Energy Act,.1914,

CONFIDENTIAL

r4



UNCLASSIFIED

TABLE OF CONTENTS

(This Table of Contents is Unclassified)

Section Page

PREFACE . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS ................... 3

LIST OF TABLXS . . ....... . . . . .......... 4

GENERAL NOMENCLATURE . ..... .............. S

1 INTRODUCTION . . . . . . . . . . ............... 7

2 ANALYSIS OF BLAST MASUREMENTS ..... ................. 8

2.1 Measurements For Events Not Previously Considered . . . 8
2.2 Analysis of Tank Data ......... ........ 9

2.2.1 Dynamic Pressure Impulse Versus Displacement For
Tanks ........ . . . . . . . . . ...... 10

2.3 Discussion Of and Minor Improvements Upon Previously
Used Blast Data . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... 12

2.4 Dynamic Pressure Imlse Versus Displacement For Self-
Propelled Howitzers .................. 13

3 RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS ... .................... 1S

4 RECOMMENDATION ... .................... . . . . 17

REFERENCES . . . ...................... 18

APPENDIX - The Least Squares Procedures ............... 19
Appendix

A The Least Squares Procedures ... ..................... 19
B Figures and Tables ...... .. ....................... ... 29

2

UNCLASSIFIED

:.y.i *



UNCLASSIFIED

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS
(This Llst of Illustrations is Unclassified)

FIGURE NO. PAGE

I Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Displacement and Displace- 40
ment vs. Dynamic Pressure Impulse for Tanks

2 Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Displacement and Displace- 41
ment vs. Dynamic Pressure Impulse for Howitzers

3 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 42

4 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 43

S Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 44

6 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 4S

7 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 46

7 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 47

9 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 48

10 Scaled Dynamic Pressure Impulse vs. Scaled Ground Range 49

11 Dynamic Pressure Impulse - Height of Burst Chart for so
Near-Ideal -- Light/Moderate Dust (Scaled to 1 KT)

12 Dynamic Pressure Impulse - Height of Burst Chart for Sl
Near-Ideal -- Moderate/Heavy Dust (Scaled t: 1 KT)

3

UNCLASSIFIED

• ,.



UNCLASSIFIED

LIST OF TABLES
(This List of Tables is Unclassified)

TABLE NO. PAGE

I General Information - Nuclear Tests 29

2 Dynamic Pressure IMPUlse Versus Range 30

3 Sumary of Displacement Data for Tanks and Howitzer.. 34

4 Least Squares Fit Results - Dynamic Pressure Impulse 37
vs. Displacement and Displacement vs. Dynamic Pressure
INNIlS*

5 Least Squares Fit Results - Scaled Dynamic Pressure 38
IMpulse vs. Scaled Ground Range

4

UNCLASSIFIED



UNCLASSIFIED

GENERAL NOMENCLATURE

I - dynamic pressure impulse

D * displacement

R ground range

x a scaled ground range

HOB m height of burst

Sd , Sit Sp, St a scaling factors

Po 1/3 1sd -(T4

T .(*Q + 273 1/2 14,7 2/3
14.7 1

00S 14.7"

To(C) * 273 1/2 Po 1/3 11/3st  % 2-,33 '

P0 a ambient pressure (lbs/sq in)

T ambient temperature (degrees C)

V a weapon yield (KT)

aO, a 1 , a2, b, t, a, A, B a constants in least squares fits

x,y - independent and dependent variables in least squares fits

a standard deviation

a variance
ai

N * number of data points

r a correlation coefficient

R • multiple linear correlation coefficient
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GENERAL NOMsENCLATURE (Continued)

1.,R coefficient of determination

S *sun of squares of deviations of data points from fitted curve

S' *sum of squares of fractional (relative) deviations o~f data points from
fitted curve

nubo 1/2 w standard deviation of
(N4 - nubrof regression coefficieonts fractional error

St1/2
I * -i-) x 100 '~root mean square percent error

SO - side on

FO a face an

NO a rear on

See Appendix, "The Least Squares Procedures", for definitions/defining equa-

tions of the following specific examples of the above general quantities:

02;r, R, r2, R 2; S~ I S S;~D St 1 So St~ ' C 51 C
t qp St x q n q S iq D;'nIq tSIq

Oct El.'a~r~ %c 2  Es~ ED at
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SECTION I
(This Section is Unclassified)

INTRODUCTION

The objective was to construct improved height of burst contours for
dynamic pressure impulse. In particular, we wished to extend the set of con-
tours previously generated (Reference 1) to higher values of dynamic pressure
impulse and to obtain data points along the contours at additional scaled
burst heights, i.e., to better determine the contour shapes. To do this we
analyzed all of the data available. This includes dynamic pressure-time wave-
forms for shots not used in Reference I (because no trucks were exposed on these
shots): TEAPOT Hornet-S, Post-ll, and Zucchini-14; PLIMBBOB Franklin-2, Wilson-4,
Hood-6, Kepler-9, and Owens-tO. It also includes data for shots in which tanks
and howitzers were exposed but no dynamic pressure measurements were made:
GREENHOUSE Easy-2; TUMBLER-SNAPPER Fox-6 and How-?; UPSHOT-INOTHOLE Annie-l*, lp
Nancy-2, Badger-S, and Simon-?.

-• .-

I

There was one dynamic pressure measurement on this shot. ,

7
.A

UNCLASSIFIED

b h k, r ..



UNCLASSIFIED

SECTION 2
(This Section is Unclassified)

ANALYSIS OF BLAST MEASUREMENTS

2.1 Measurements For Evtv.tp Not Previously Considered.

We consider first the shots not previously considered for which some
dynamic pressure measurements were available. Some of the waveforms were not
very good owing to noise (mixed inextricably with real physical irregularities),
baseline movement, or gage record cutoff. However, many of the waveforms were
found useable, being a quality similar to, or not significantly inferior to,
those used in Rr.ference 1. General information on all of the nuclear tests of
concern in this report is given in Table 1. Dynamic pressure impulse, scaled
and unscaled, is given in Table 2 for each Operation/Event, scaled height of
burst, and ground range for which we have obtained results. Also given in
Table 2 is the manner in which we obtained the values of dynamic pressure
impulse.

We discuss the data for the shots in the order listed in Section 1.

TEAPOT, Hornet-5. As indicated in Table 1 we used BRL gage data.*
There were two gage results at each of the three ground ranges. In two instan-
ces the two results are in good agreement. At the closest-in range, 256 meters,
the two gages differ by about a factor of two but one of the two appears to be
correct, the other badly in error. We used the average of the two results for
the 329 and 460 metre ranges, and the apparently correct results for the 256
metre ground range.

TEAPOT, Post-ll. For this shot dynamic pressure waveforms are avail-
able in Reference 2. We used a planimeter to obtain the area under each curve
and then used the data reduction procedure described in detail in Reference 1.
A detailed discussion of accuracy of this procedure is also given in Reference
1. For this shot waveforms are given at four ground ranges in Reference 2.
The waveforms are not good but are of sufficient quality to be useful. As

indicated in Table 2 we used the average of BRL's result and our result for
the two ground ranges at which BRL provided results. Our resulto and BRL's
results agreed to within about 3% which is quite good; (the two results are
based on the same gage data but the data reduction procedures are indepeident;
we have analyzed errors inherent in data reduction in Reference 1, and, in
many instances, errors can be quite large).

For the two ground ranges at which BRL did not
reduce the data, we used the result of our own data reduction process.

TEAPOT, Zucchini-14. For this shot we averaged our result with
the result of BRL's data reduction process for the three listed ground ranges.

* BRL gage data used in this report are published In DNA-TR-85-161.
Furnished by Mr. J. Keefer, BRL.

!K
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In each case the difference was between 3 and S%. Results are based on two
gages at the 610 and 700 metro ground ranges and upon one gage at the 794
metre range.

PLUMBBOB, Franklin-2. For this shot we used the BRL result for the
single ground range for which there appeared to be a good measurement.

PLU BBOB, Wilson-4, For this shot BRL also provided values of
dynamic pressure impulse as listed in Table 2. (We integrated the waveform
curves as a check, however.)

PLUMBBOB, Hood-6. Of the 6 ranges at which there were gage results
the data appeared to be valid at 4 locations. There were two gages at each of
these locations. We used the BRL results as listed in Table 2 (again after an
integration check).

PL14BBOB, Kepler-9. In this case waveforas obtained at three ground
ranges were quite poor. In one case there was a large disparity between two
BRL gage results (almost a factor of 4); in a second case there was almost a
factor of 2 difference between our gage-reduced result and BRL's result. At
the third ground range, 762 metres, the waveform was somewhat better. The
percent difference between our result and BRL's result was rather large, about
20%; in Table 2 we list the average of the two results. We discarded the
results at the other two ground ranges.

PLUMOBOB, Owens-lO. For this shot we again used the average of our
gage-reduced result and the BRL result at two of the three ground ranges, 305
and 518 metres. At the 305 metre range the results are in reasonably good
agreement (within 9%); at the 518 metre range the two results differ by a
factor of 1.4 but the waveforms are quite poor. At the 457 metre range our
value of dynamic pressure impulse was exactly equal to BRL's value of scaled
dynamic pressure impulse; the BRL value appeared anomalous on a data plot,
probably as a result of failure to scale the value obtained. In this case we
used our gage-reduced result.

2.2 Analysis of Tank Data.

We next consider the set of shots listed in Section 1 on which tanks
were exposed but there were no dynamic pressure measurements. Our rationale ell
here is based on a finding we have discussed in detail in Reference 1: the 1P

displacement which a vehicle exposed to a blast wave sufers can be used as
a measure of the dynamic pressure impulse it receives. ,hat is, the vehicle
can serve as a gage for dynamic pressure impulse if we are able to "calibrate"
this "gage". The calibration is the curve of dynamic pressure impulse versus
displacement. (We are ignoring low yield devices where diffraction effects
play a role.) We have analyzed the procedure and results for 1/4 ton and 2
ton trucks in considerable detail in Reference 1.

We would not be able to use the procedure for tanks if we had no dynamic
pressure impulse data for the ground ranges at which tanks were exposed. That
is, we would have no way of obtaining the necessary calibration curve. For-
tunately, we have the necessary dynamic pressure impulse data. It is supplied

%9
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by information from TEAPOT, Met-12 and Apple 11-13 and from UPSHOT-KNOTHOLE,
Annie-i and Grable-lO. The data for the pair of UPSHOT-MOTHOLE events are
gage data supplied by BRL; for Grable-lO we also have results based on both
gage and (truck) displacement from Reference 1, but at larger values of ground
range than those at which tanks were exposed. The BRL data and the Reference 1
data are very compatible, i.e., very well represented by a single curve of
scaled dynamic pressure impulse versus scaled ground range (as shown in Figure
7, to be discussed later). The results are listed in Table 2.

For Met-12 we have the results from Reference 1, listed in Table 2, based
on both gage and (truck) displacement data. (There is a considerably larger
body of truck displacement data than of tank displacement data so that the
dynamic pressure impulse-displacement curve, i.e., the calibration curve, is
better determined for trucks.)

For Apple 11-13 the results listed in Table 2 are taken only partly from
Reference 1. In this instance, values of dynamic pressure impulse at the 518
and 625 metre ranges listed in Reference 1 (based only upon gage data) have
been averaged with BRL gage results, i.e., the two results given equal weight.
At the 625 metre range this.makes a negligible difference while at the S18
metre range the value of dynamic pressure impulse listed in Reference 1 differs
fram that of Table 2 by about 16%. Finally at the 808 metre range the result
listed in Table 2 differs from that listed in Reference 1; the latter is in
error as a check of our (previous) data reduction reveals.

2.2.1 Dynamic Pressure Impulse Versus Displacement For Tanks.

We plotted dynamic pressure impulse versus displacement for the
tanks exposed on events Met-12, Apple 11-13, Annie-1 and Grable-10. This
provides a total of 14 data points* listed in Table 3 along with the tank
displacement data for other shots.

There are several variables which cause deviations of the data
relative to a smooth curve through the points: (1) vehicle orientation with
respect to the bomb -- 4 data points correspond to side-on orientation, 7 to
face-on orientation, 1 to rear-on orientation, 1 to face-on 45 orientation,
and 1 to face-on 3/4 left orientation; (2) there are three different tanks --
M4A3, M24, and M48; (3) there are two surface conditions -- rough sand and
fine sand. There obviously are not sufficient data to sort out the effects
of the variables. However, when we plotted the data we found that: (1)
(initial) orientation appears to make little difference, any effect being
submerged in effects of the other variables; (we intuitively expect initial T.,;1
orientation to make less difference for tanks than for trucks); (2) any
systematic deviation which could be attributed to type of vehicle could as
well be attributed to inaccuracy in dynamic pressure impulse -- for example, . L

the Met-12 points (points B, 6, and 17 in Table 3) are a little high and are

- I
-We havenot used Point 8 of Table 3, a Smoky-IS point. Placing this point
on Figure 1 shows that there is clearly something wrong with it -- and what
is wrong with it involves the displacement, not the dynamic pressure impulse, ',

even though the latter involves extrapolation on Figure 6.

10

UNCLASSIFIED

L , €- I

,., ,,'..'...... , .. .... ...,:...



UNCLASSIFIED

M48 points while the Apple 11-13 points are a little low and pertain to both
M48's and 24's. (In fact, if we use an average dynamic pressure impulse
versus scaled ground range curve for the two shots, Met-12 and Apple 11-13,
these deviations disappear.)

Plots of the data and the fits obtained are shown in Figure i.*

We used these data to infer dynamic pressure impulse from the
measured displacements on events GREENHOUSE Easy-2; UPSHOT-KNOTHOLE Nancy-2,
Badger-5, and Simon-7; TUMBLER-SNAPPER Fox-6 and How-7.

We have noted in Reference I that, despite rather wide fluctuations
in displacement owing to the several variable factors mentioned, the central
curve following the trend of the data points provides a rather good calibration
which enables us to use a measured displacement to determine the dynamic pres-
sure impulse to which the vehicle was subjected. Since displacements vary owing
to uncontrolled factors, the inferred dynamic pressure impulses will exhibit f
considerable dispersion. (However, in many cases described in Reference 1, the
displacement-inferred values are about as reliable as the gage-inferred values,
especially when there are two or more values which can be averaged.)

The calibration curve for tanks is less well determined than that
for trucks (Reference 1), there being fewer data points. Also the displacements
are smaller resulting in greater errors especially from small yield. Nonetheless,
when the displacement-inferred dynamic pressure impulse values are plotted versus
scaled ground range (along with a few deta peints for which there also are gage
data), we see that the curve obtained is reasonably well determined. See Figure
3.

We used an eye-drawn curve rather than a proportional fit in Figure 1
in inferring dynamic pressure impulse from measured displacements for the follow-
ing reasons: J

(1) point 20, very small displacement, is much less important
than the other data points in application of this fit, i.e., inference of
dynamic pressure impulse from measured displacement;

(2) point 21 has virtually the same displacement as the cen-
troid so that it can be ignored in drawing a straight line through the data
points; [the line must pass through the centroid:

r-IT= 2.448, r-T- = 3.768; "

q

on the abscissa and ordinate scales from Figure 1 we see that both fits do
pass through the point D(nD) - 11.56, Iq(Zn lq) = 43.29; the lines do not

q

pass through the point = 21.85, I-= 47.95];

q

* Because of the mentioned variables whose effects we cannot disentangle owing
to the small amount of data, we have numbered the points on Figure 1. Cor-
responding numbers are listed in Table 3. By comparison one can verify
that the data do not exhibit any marked effects owing to differences among
the above variables.

UNCLASSIFIED
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(3) the Grable-lO points 21 and 22 are badly inconsistent with

one another and points 9 and 10 are somewhat inconsistent. Thus our eye-diawn
curve was a little higher than Fit 1 of Figure 1 at the small displacement end
and, like Fit 1, passed through the centroid of the data points. The differ-
ence, however, is nowhere greater than a few percent. We also note from
Figure 1 that a curve through the data points would do no better than a
straight line and is therefore not warranted. It is quite possible, however,
that if the data covered a wider range a straight line would no longer be
adequate.

2.3 Discussion Of and Minor Improvements Upon Previously Used Blast Data.

Most of the dynamic pressure impulse data listed in Table 2 which we
have not yet discussed is taken from Reference 1. In a few instances a value
taken from Reference 1 (gage only - no vehicle displacement data available)
was averaged with a BRL gage-reduced result as shown in the table. In one
instance, Turk-4, ground range 59S metres, we reduced the gage data even
though the gage had cut off near the end. We estimated the shape and time of
pulse completion from other Turk-4 data and believe that the inaccuracy so
introduced is small - not more than a few percent. Reference to Figure 3
shows why this is desirable: Turk-4 has the lowest scaled burst height for
which we have gage data (except for a single Annie-1 point and except for
surface burst data); its scaled burst height is only moderately greater than
those of other events shown on Figure 3; the Turk-4 data are consistent with
the data for the other events shown on Figure 3 and extend to a much greater
value of scaled ground range. Thus the curve fit of Figure 3 is not diminished
in reliability by inclusion of Turk-4 data which, however, enable its use over
a much greater range in constructing height of burst charts, the object of this
report.

For events Yuma-4 and Wasp Prime-9 we used our values from Reference 1,
therein described as "first iteration" results; i.e., when available, truck
displacement-inferred dynamic pressure impulse values were averaged with gage
values in obtaining our best estimates of dynamic pressure impulse. (The
manner of averaging, justification, and discussion of accuracy and reliability
are considered in detail in Reference 1.) We originally considered Yuma-4 to
be an ideal event, but we now believe the values achieved by averaging displace-
ment-inferred dynamic pressure impulse values with the gage values represent an
improvement over the gage values alone; the results achieved are certainly more
compatible with the other data in the same scaled height of burst region. See
Figure 9 (and compare with gage only data listed in Reference 1, page 11S).

For event Encore-9, a near-ideal event, we use the gage results -- even
though in Reference 1 we sought to improve upon these results by use of
displacement-inferred dynamic pressure impulse. The reasoning used in Reference
1 was that since the data scatter on a displacement versus dynamic pressure
impulse plot was just as great for ideal/near-ideal shots as for non-ideal and
since the displacement-inferred dynamic pressure impulse for non-ideal shots
is, on the average, as accurate and reliable as the gage values -- then
averaging of displacement-inferred with gage-inferred dynamic pressure impulse
should improve the values for near-ideal events just as it does for non-ideal.
The points at issue are discussed in detail in Reference 1. One point, however,
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is that there is a much greater variety of ideal/near-ideal shots than of
non-ideal, especially regarding the range of weapon yields in the data base.'
When good gage data are available, these data should produce better results
than can be obtained by averaging in displacement-inferred values -- owing to
the effects of the several uncontrolled variablez previously described. That
is, while, on the average, displacement-inferred values are reliable, consider-
able dispersion is to be expected. Compare, for example, Figure 3; here with
the exception of the Turk-4 data points and a single Annie-1 point, all of the
plotted points are based entirely upon displacement-inferred values of dynamic
pressure impulse. While the central curve following the general trend of the
data is reasonably well determined, the data point deviations are rather large N.
-- considerably larger than the deviations in Figures 4-10.

Near-ideal shots also have (small) real differences relative to one
another. This is shown, for example, by"Figure 3.13 of Reference 1 which is
a plot of scaled dynamic pressure impulse versus scaled ground range. Data
for the near-ideal (surface burst) shots do not completely coalesce under the
scaling -- there are clearly small but real differences owing to variable
factors not controlled in the experiments. In Figures 3-10 the data for the
events plotted on each figure seem to coalesce quite well with respect to a
single curve. In Figure 7 some deviation can be seen. In general, deviations
tend to appear when data for several events are shown on a single plot, when
there are several data points for each event, and where the data for several
events overlap, i.e., cover the same domain of the abscissa, scaled ground
range. The data in Figures 3-10 per:ain to a much smaller range of weapon
yields than do the surface burst dati of Reference 1 (Figures 3.13 and 3.15). %
In general, when the data for sever; & shots coalesce we can attach a high
degree of reliability to the data.

.J4i

In constructing height of burst charts in this report we used the results
described and listed in Table 3. For the surface burst data we used Figure
3.13 of Reference 1.

Finally we analyzed field data for many more shots, but found the data
unusable. In some instances the waveforms were very bad; in other instances
the gages were placed at elevations other than 3 feet above the ground. The
effect of gage elevation is non-negligible.- (Different types of gages also
exhibit somewhat different responses which must be accounted for in order to
achieve consistent results.)

NOTE: The BRL data used in Table 3 have not been published.

2.4 Dynamic Pressure Impulse Versus Displacement for Self-Propelled Howitzers.

Figure 2 is a plot of displacement - dynamic pressure impulse data for

For a single (extrapolated) point on the charts for which the scaled dynamic
pressure impulse is IS kPa-sec and the sealed height of burst "is zero, we
also used Figure 3.15 of Reference 1 and took account of the difference
between Figures 3.13 and 3.15 in this region. Figure 3.15 extends to slight-
ly higher values of dynamic pressure impulse than does Figure 3.13 so that
less extrapolation is required. -:
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self-propelled howitzers. Here we used values of dynamic pressure impulse
already described. There are only eight data points. These involve 2 vehicles,
3 orientations, 2 soil types and 7 nuclear events. Three of the data points
(2 Badger-S and 1 Simon-7) result from shots for which there were no dynamic
pressure measurements. Therefore, the values we used, taken from Figure 3 and
from the scaled height of burst chart, Figure 11, are actually based upon the N
displacement-inferred dynamic pressure impulse values for tanks.

We did not attempt to use the howitzer displacement data to infer values

of dynamic pressure impulse. To do so, we should proceed in the same manner

as for the tank data. Referring to Figure 2, we see that of the eight data
points only five (points 31-35) could be used. No curve of any reasonable
degree of reliability can be drawn based on these points.
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